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" type " ( =Lageverhaltnis) and " degree of organisation " ; also in the view that the type is conditioned by the development in its embryological manifestations.
But we must bring our remarks to a conclusion, for we cannot deal in detail with every author in an age when everyone thought vitalistically, and when, therefore, every writer who happened to theorise was responsible for a certain number of vitalistic remarks. We will only mention, therefore, that R. Wagner, the editor of the well-known Dictionary, did not agree with the contents of the anti-vitalistic contributions of his collaborator Lotze, with whom we shall deal shortly : also that F. Magendie, though he was interested in matters of fact more than in the theory, differentiated between " purely physical and purely vital events," but at the same time was perfectly clear in his assertion of their intermixture.1
And now we turn to consider that man who represents to a certain degree the final type of the old Vitalism.
(v) JOHANNES MULLER.
In his Manual of Human Physiology,2 Johannes Miiller systematically summed up the dogmatic Vitalism for the last time. Muller's book surpasses its predecessors in essentials, and had therefore a wider influence ; and moreover, the old Vitalism
1 Precis   iUmentaire   de   Physiologie,   1.816.     Amongst   other things we read of-" the harmful and perverse belief that physical laws have no influence on the living body."
2 Koblenz,  1st edition, vol. i.   1833, vol.   ii.   1840.    Fourth edition, 1844.
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